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1. Claims 1-10 and 23-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claims 1 and 23, line 1, the recitation "device" renders the claims indefinite as 
it is not clear what the device is being used for. Applicant should clarify these claims to 
provide at least the bare essentials as to what the device does— ie, contact print a 
recording medium, etc. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Harper essentially for reasons of 
record as set forth in paragraph 3 of the Final rejection dated December 31, 2007, with 
these additional comments. 

As previously noted, Harper (see Fig. 4) discloses the instant device with picoactuators 
470 and 472 taught (col. 8, lines 61-64) as controlling the lateral motion of the stampers 
460 and 462. However, looking at Fig. 4, it is clear that the picoactuators are actually 
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attached to the dies (430 and 435) — or holding plates — and apparently move the dies 
with respect to the support portions (405 and 410)— or mounting plates. Hence, if the 
actuators move the dies rather than the stampers, then instant claims 1 and 23 are 
anticipated by Harper. If not, it is submitted that these claims are obvious over Harper. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been readily able to design an apparatus 
wherein picoactuators move either the dies or the stampers laterally with respect to the 
base — ie, support portion or mounting plate — and it would not constitute a patentable 
invention over Harper as to which structure were to be designed to move laterally with 
respect to the base. 

3. Claims 2-10 and 24-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Harper in view of Takahashi for reasons of record as set forth in 
paragraph 4 of the Final rejection dated December 31, 2007. 

4. Claims 36 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Harper in view of either of Grimes et al or Ohtsu et al for reasons of record as set 
forth in paragraph 1 of the previous action. 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Due to the amendment, the art rejection has been reformatted to some extent but 
remains essentially the same or very similar to the previous rejection. Ie, applicant has 
broadened the claims requiring a modification of the rejection, but the references are 
being applied for reasons of record. Applicant apparently believes that the aspect of 
"laterally moving the holding plate relative to the mounting plate" as set forth in instant 



Application/Control Number: 10/684,450 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1791 

claims 1 and 23 patentably defines over Harper. As noted in paragraph 2, supra, such 
is not believed to be the case. First of all, it is submitted that Harper is actually moving 
the dies themselves rather than the stampers, since the picoactuators are actually 
attached to the dies and not the stampers, le, applicant's statement that Harper 
teaches a fixed holding plate is not believed to be accurate. At any rate, it would also 
appear to be no more than a matter of design choice as to which structure— ie, 
die/holding plate or stamper — is actually moved laterally with respect to the base 
structure, or mounting plate. While it is true that the additional references do not teach 
any laterally movable holding plates, it is respectfully submitted that Harper alone is 
sufficient to reject the independent claims. If they are not anticipated by Harper, then it 
is submitted that they are obvious thereover. While applicant argues that Harper does 
not teach the instant laterally movable holding plate, he does note that the stampers are 
laterally movable for alignment. Applicant has not provided any rationale as to why, if 
claims 1 and 23 are not anticipated, they are not obvious. If actuators can be provided 
to laterally move stamper structures on a die structure equivalent to the instant holding 
plate, why would it not be obvious to employ such actuators to move the holding plate 
itself? 

6.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
1211. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1 176. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



M. Vargot 
February 5, 2010 



/Mathieu D. Vargot/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



